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@Thia application has been examined □ Responsive to communication filed c 



Failure to respond within the period^ resp^e w7c^,e^^^ 
PW1 1 THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT(S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 



A shortened statutory period tor response to this action Is set to expire _ 



This action Is made final. 



tys from the date of this letter. 



1. Qfjiotlce of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 

3. fijNottee of Art Cited by Applicant, PTCM449. 

8. I— J information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. 



2. D Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 
4. □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
6. □ 



Partll 8UMMARY OF ACTION 

1. B^iaim s \^^yu x xT'Stf go^ufy 



- are pending in the application. 



01 the above, claims 



2. □ Claims 



_ are withdrawn from consideration. 
have been cancelled. 



J Claims. 



:*r-y, ,7 , , ,' 

8 -^ ra £-t^ W -frf. 

6. □ Claims 

■ subject to restriction or election requirement. 

7. □ This appuoatton ha. b«n «W with Intorma. drawings under 37 O.F.R. 1 .85 whfch a,o aocptable (or examhatlon purposes 

Formal drawings are required In response to this Office action. 



. Under 37 C.F.R. 1 .84 these drawings 



9. □ The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on unflBn7rFn 1 ^ 

are □ acceptable; □ not acceptable (see explanation or Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review. PTaU) 

10. □ The proposed additional or substitute sheet(s) of drawings, filed on . has (have) been Oflnnm^h.^ 

examiner; □ (^approved by the examiner (see explanation). ' nas (have) been □ approved by the 

1 1 . CD The proposed drawing correction, filed haahnAn n Q ™r™~<. 

..nasoeen u approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 

" D £^r™ □-been receded 

^a^rd^^ 

accordajK»wtmtrte practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11;453 0.G.213. 

14. □ Other 



PTOL-326(R«v.2ffi3) 



EXAMINER'S ACTION 
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Art Unit: 2317 

1. The preliminary amendment filed 2/25/94 has been considered 
in preparing this action. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 



A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 



3. Claims 19-22, 25-31, 37, and 40-46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Kristy (5,218,455) in 
view of Sato et al (EP 0,400,503). 

As per claim 19, Kristy teaches a digital image processing 
system having a plurality of images digitized as image data 
(digitized by his "scanner") and stored in respective image data 
files therein, a plurality of image memories (his "host 
computer", col. 3, lines 3-33); an output for coupling thereto an 



action: 



person. 
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image display device (his "home TV monitor 11 , last line of 
abstract) having a screen for display of images, for controlling 
the display of the image, comprising the steps of selecting a 
plurality of image data files (the image data files created by 
his scanner) ; reading and loading the image data into his host 
computer memories and then writes the image data into the photo 
CD and displaying the image data on the screen (by his CD 
reader) ; and the person is able to access image manipulation 
function (col, 5, lines 25-40) . However, Kristy fails to 
explicitly teach defining the screen to contain a plurality of 
sections. This is what Sato et al teaches (Figs. 4-6) . Sato et 
al further teaches a high-speed image search system for image 
data storage system, which comprises a plurality of memories (20, 
26); a display (24); display controller (44); a scanner (18); a 
printer (25) ; CPU (34) ; main memory (38) ; display memory (42) ; 
selecting a plurality of images displayed on the screen sections 
for manipulation (selecting device 23, 29, 34, ST2) ; and 
manipulating each of the selected images responsive to a single 
user command, whereby each selected image is manipulated in the 
same way at the same time (his "multiwindow display", Fig. 6). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the present invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Sato et al into the system of Kristy in order to obtain a 
highly desirable high-speed/ef f iciency image searching system as 
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taught by Sato et al (see col. 1, lines 15-48). Therefore, claim 
19 reads on Kristy and Sato et al. 

As per claim 20, Kristy teaches the screen includes 2-D 
array of pixels by row and column (col. 10, lines 20-22). 

As per claim 21, Sato et al teaches mapping the image data 
pixels to the screen pixels by row and column (abstract) . 

As per claim 22, Sato et al teaches changing the mapping of 
the image data pixels to the screen pixels (abstract) . 

As per claims 25-27 and 29, Kristy teaches the step of 
manipulating includes decimating/cropping/zooming/panning the 
image data (col. 2, lines 9-15). 

As per claim 31, the combined system fails to explicitly 
teaches mapping image data by different degree of angle to the 
screen. However, this is nothing more than rotating the image by 
different degree of angle which was old and well known in the 
art, and cannot be considered to provide patentability to the 
claim. Therefore, claim 31 would have been obvious. 

As per claim 37, Kristy teaches a plurality of memories ( 
host computer) ; user command means for registering user commands 
(his CD reader reads commands input by an operator) and control 
means (host computer) and Sato et al further teaches access time 
to display the sequentially adjacent image file pursuant to said 
subsequent user command is shortened (abstract) . 



Serial Number: 202853 
Art Unit: 2317 



-5- 



Claims 40-43 are similar in scope to claims 20-21 and 25-26, 
and thus are rejected under similar rationale. 

4. Claims 28, 30 and 44-46 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kee Tung 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9660. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 




K TUNG 



May 19, 1994 




